THE  MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF   HISTORY
fact that the nobility and the common people were
originally of different race.
It was superior bodily strength and valour, and often
superior intelligence, which caused the inequality of
wealth and possessions; it was Power which determined
the economic as well as the political constitution of a
people, and not the reverse.
It was because Marx and Engels devoted their
attention exclusively to the vicissitudes and the develop-
ment of the conditions of production within the different
societies that they entirely overlooked the relations of
an international kind between these societies. The latter
factor has been at least as important, but was treated
by them only incidentally and without any real interest.1
Economic production itself gives no power. If this
had been the case the workmen would have been the
nobles, whereas, in fact, the working population has
never anywhere been much esteemed, and to work,
especially in former times, was considered low-born and
degrading.2 It was the strong man, the warrior, who
was held in high esteem, and beside him, owing to
his power to intercede with the gods, the priest, whose
authority was sometimes even greater. In many coun-
tries, as, for instance, in Greece and Rome, priests and
nobles formed one class.
The possessions which were assigned to the great,
or which they appropriated by main force, of course
increased their power. They could use them to make
friends, to hire servants and soldiers, buy arms, and
fortify their castles. For this reason, kings, princes and
1 I know perfectly well that Engels was very much interested in, and
conversant with, International relations in the nineteenth century, but that
has nothing whatever to do with the part he ascribes to them in his theory.
* Cf. p. 53.
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